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Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 1-14 have been examined 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite in 
that it fails to point out what is included or excluded by the claim language. This claim is 
an omnibus type claim. Line 2 states an "internet server computer". It is unclear what 
applicant means to "internet server computer" since there is no "internet server 
computer". For examination purposes, examiner interprets this as computer that has 
access to internet. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims land 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable over 
Goodman (U.S. 5,827,180). 
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4. With respect to claims 1,10 and 1 1 , Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system 
for implementing data management to aid analysis and treatment comprising: a 
biosensor for receiving and processing a user sample, said biosensor including memory 
means for storing a plurality of patient records including predefined parameter data 
values (see for example Goodman column 7 lines 34-45); a processor device coupled to 
said biosensor for receiving and processing said plurality of patient records, and 
generating a report(see for example Goodman column 4 lines 18-22 and column 7 lines 
51-59); and a fax driver coupled to said processor device for sending said generated 
report via a telephone network to a predefined fax machine at a physician's office 
receiving said generating report (for example Goodman column 7 lines 66-67 and 
column 8 lines 1-5). 

5. With respect to claim 4, Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system as recited 
in claim 1 (as described above). Goodman teaches wherein said processor device 
includes a server computer (see for example Goodman column 7 lines 45-59). 

6. With respect to claim 5, Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system as recited 
in claim 4 (as described above). Goodman teaches wherein said server computer 
includes an Internet server computer (see for example Goodman column 6 lines 49-64 
and Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). 
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7. With respect to claim 6, Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system as recited 
in claim 4 (as described above). Goodman teaches a handheld computer device 
coupled (see for example Goodman column 4 lines 23-25) to said biosensor receiving 
patient records; and said handheld computer device coupled to said server computer for 
transferring a set of patient records to said server computer (for example Goodman 
column 7 lines 34-67 and column 8 lines 1-5). 

8. With respect to claim 12, Goodman teaches a method for implementing data 
management as recited in claim 10 (as described above). Goodman wherein the step 
of transferring stored data records from said biosensor to a computer device includes 
the steps of downloading stored data records from said biosensor to a handheld 
computer device; said handheld computer device further performing the steps of 
transferring said data records to a server computer (see for example Goodman column 
4 lines 39-43). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claims 2, 3, 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goodman (U.S. 5,827,180). 

1 0. With respect to claims 2, 3 and 9, Goodman teaches all the limitation of claim 1 
(as described above). Goodman does not specifically recite wherein the processor 
device includes a hand held computer device and said handheld computer device 
includes a personal data assistant and internet server. Goodman teaches the device to 
be a portable device, of suitable shape and size to be carried in the pocket, purse or 
briefcase of a patient (see for example Goodman column 4 lines 23-25). Goodman 
further teaches generate and maintain a record and transmitting information via 
telephone, facsimile transmission, electronic mail or other communication means (see 
for example Goodman column 8 lines 1-5). A predictable result would have been to use 
a communication device that is available at the time of application such as handheld 
computer device, personal data assistant, cell phone, etc... KSR International Co. v. 
Teleflex Inc. et al., 82 USPQ2d 1385 (U.S. 2007) 

1 1 . With respect to claims 7 and 13, Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system as 
recited in claim 6 (as described above). Goodman does not specifically recite that the 
handheld computer device is coupled to said server computer via an internet 
connection. Goodman teaches the device downloads from the host computer via 
communication line (see for example Goodman column 4 lines 39-43). A predictable 
result would be to use the available communication method available at the time e.g. 
internet, radio, modem, etc... KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc. et al., 82 USPQ2d 
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12. Claims 8 and 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goodman (U.S. 5,827,180) in view of Kahn et al (U.S. 5,251 ,126). 

13. With respect to claim 8, Goodman teaches a clinical analyzer system as recited 
in claim 1 (as described above). Goodman teaches wherein said processor device 
generates reports (see for example Goodman column 7 lines 51-59). Goodman does 
not teach where said processor includes automated intelligent diabetes data 
interpretation (IDDI) processing software for generating a predefined IDDI report. Kahn 
teaches where said processor includes automated intelligent diabetes data 
interpretation (IDDI) processing software for generating a predefined IDDI report (see 
for example Kahn column 2 lines 51 -57 and column 6 line 37-41 ). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to generate a report using IDDI software since 
IDDI software is typically used to test glucose from a patient's blood. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. Patent No. 6,246,966 teaches a method and apparatus for 
data management authentication in a clinical analyzer. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,167,290 teaches method and apparatus of non-invasive 
measurement of human/animal blood glucose and other metabolites. 
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U.S. Patent No. 4,995,402 teaches medical droplet whole blood and like 
monitoring. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to REGINALD REYES whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5212. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6670. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/R. RJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
/C Luke Gilligan/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



